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Thunder Over China: Bill Knowland remains the “man of the hour” in the Capital. The Repub- 
lican Majority Leader stirred the country with his threat that he would move for withdrawal of the U.S. 
from the United Nations if Red China should gain admittance to that body. He did more: according 
to advices from London, he scared the daylights out of Churchill. The latter’s speech on Monday 
promising not to push for Red China’s admission “at this moment” was actually stronger than news 
dispatches indicated. Dulles’ sudden trip to Paris was due to Churchill’s switch — according to Con- 
stantine Brown, well-informed Foreign Editor of the Washington Star. It was a gesture of gratitude 
to Churchill for the alteration in his position. 


It is also reported that Knowland got a promise from the President that the latter would call 
Congress back into session, if it seems likely that the UN Assembly will try to vote the Peiping Gov- 
ernment into that organization. (The UN meets in September while Congress will be on vacation.) 


Meanwhile mail on the Hill indicates strong support of Knowland and many out in the country 
want to go farther — to get the U.S. out of the UN no matter what happens. Some recall that the U.S. 
Delegate to the UN, Senator Henry Cabot Lodge, opposed admission of the Red regime because a 
“criminal” power should nof sit in the UN. But what, it is asked, is Soviet Russia but a “criminal” 
power? Yet we continue — it is pointed out — to sit in the same organization with this international felon. 


Not Merely Gossip: If Dewey decides to leave politics (and that’s an open question these days), it 
is reported that he will specialize in the practice of anti-trust law. In short, he would offer his services 
as counsel to large corporations which are sued or likely %o be sued by the U.S. Government for “con- 
spiracy in restraint of trade.” Those who have heard this talk readily note that — in such an eventuality 
— Dewey would find himself pitted against the Anti-Trust Division of the Department of Justice whose 
chief is Dewey’s lieutenant, Herbert Brownell. 


@ Observers credited Sen. McCarthy with a victory when it was announced that Ike had appointed 
Mr. Herbert. Hoover and General Mark Clark to look into the functioning of the Central Intelligence Agency. 
The announcement followed shortly after the Senator from Wisconsin expressed his intention of probing 
the CIA himself. The selection of these two men draws widespread approval. Hoover’s fine record speaks 
for itself. The naming of General Clark is found to be probably of good augury. He is regarded as 
an “independent” among the generals, belonging neither to the Marshall nor the MacArthur cliques 
among regular Army officers. 


@ Praise is bestowed upon Democratic Senate Leader Lyndon Johnson for his prompt backing of 
Senator Knowland when the latter initially asserted the U.S. must get out of the UN if Red China is 
admitted to that body. Johnson previously had been a follower of the UN and of the internationalist 
school of thought. 


@ The House Un-American Activities Committee has sent out a task force to gather evidence on 
the nation’s bigots, like Gerald L. K. Smith, for open hearings sometime in September. House inves- 
tigators are now in New York seeking possible links between some anti-Semitic fanatics and the Com- 
munist conspiracy, which loves to use the crackpots for propaganda advantage. 
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@ | How the Commie claque operates. Recently, just before Walter Winchell went on the air at 
the ABC studios in New York, the TV station’s switchboards received a half-dozen calls from irate 


citizens —all complaining of Winchell’s handling of the McCarthy case — before the commentator 
had even gone on the air and mentioned the ‘case! 


@ As an instance of how badly the United States Information Agency works (see last week’s 
article, “Our Propagandists Are The False Voice Of Americans” by Eugene Castle), a recent para- 
graph in a letter to the Nation (June 19, 1954) is noted. It seems that Arthur Miller, author of “Death 
of a Salesman,” was recently invited to attend the opening in Brussels of his latest play, “The Crucible.” 
The State Department turned down Miller’s request for a passport. At the opening of “The Crucible” 
were ministers of the Belgian Government, a representative of the King and many other high digni- 
taries of the diplomatic circle, including the American Ambassador and the entire staff of the U.S, 


Information Agency. (Our emphasis). Quite an ovation, considering that the USIA naturally knew 
Miller had been denied a passport. 


Foreign Aid: Many Washington observers are disturbed at the Eisenhower Administration’s insistence 
on handing out $34 billions more to the so-called free world. Before the election of 1952, millions 


of voters who pulled the Republican lever hoped that a Republican Administration would first drastically 
reduce and then wind up all foreign aid. 


But from the inception of the Eisenhower Administration the emphasis has been consistently on 
continuing foreign aid indefinitely. Last year Ike himself declared that such aid was necessary for at 
least twenty years. This greatly pleased the internationalists whose goal is to commit the United States 
to a perpetual handout to foreign countries. 


In view of what has happened in the past year the present foreign aid budget of the Adminis- 
tration seems somewhat ridiculous. To date our taxpayers have given the French Government over $2 
billions to fight its war in Indo-China though the French have refused to draft a single Frenchman for 
that war. The conflict in Indo-China is now about to end, either through an armistice on Communist 
terms or by total defeat of French forces. Yet the Administration is requesting additional hundreds of 


millions for the Indo-China scrap, which all signs indicate will be out of existence shortly. Surely 
those millions could be saved. 


But — ask informed observers — why any more foreign aid to Western Europe, particularly to 
England? Churchill has made it abundantly clear that he basically is for appeasing Russia. Churchill 
did talk about rearming Germany, but observers here feel that he had his tongue in his cheek — that 
this was a gesture only to keep the money flowing into Europe from the pockets of our taxpayers. 


Military experts know that even if the contemplated 12 German divisions were added to NATO 
that NATO would still be helpless to resist successfully a Russian invasion of Western Europe by way 
of the Rhine. And they have known ‘since NATO began that if NATO ever did show signs of develop- 
ing into any effective threat against USSR the Soviets would move swiftly and effectively to take 


over Western Europe. These military experts say that NATO exists only to lure American tax 
dollars into Europe. 


Finally, Congressman Lawrence Smith (R., Wis.) points out that foreign aid has an unexpended 
balance of over $10 billions. Why, therefore, should Congress appropriate more billions for foreign 
aid? Particularly in view of our “Allies’” appeasement of Russia. 


The Daily Worker boasts that Churchill’s appeasement attitude toward Russia and the recent 
rapprochement between Red China and Nehru’s India brings 1,500,000,000 people within the orbit 
of Red influence — practically 75% of the world’s total population. Faced with this terrifying reality 
the United States has only two choices. One — to play the Russian trade appeasement game until Russia 
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is strong enough industrially to stage a show-down with us. Two — to realize that isolationism is 


being forced upon us by our own Allies, and therefore to cut off all foreign aid and spend. our defense 


funds on American and Western Hemisphere military power. 





Who Do You Know: Or, should it be whom? Anyhow, you know at least 
one person who ought to be reading HUMAN EVENTS. Send us his name 
and address, so that we may contact him. A hundred names would be 
better. (We promise not to mention your name in writing prospects.) 











Politics: An on-the-spot survey conducted by this column over last weekend produced some impres- 
sions hardly conducive to the pleasure of the White House Palace Guard. The survey canvassed opinion 
in New York, New Jersey and Connecticut — boss-ridden states (the bosses are GOP) where “liberalism,” 
GOP variety, and corruption go hand in hand. 


In New York, there is.a primary contest in the 1st Congressional District on Long Island between 
the incumbent Representative Wainwright, a supporter of Ike, and William P. Shea, who wants the 
U.S. to get out of the UN and who supports Sen. McCarthy. The incumbent has organization support 
and should win, for “primary day is politicians’ day.” But what that may do to Rep. Wainwright 
when he faces the Democrat next November may be another matter — so runs the talk. 


In Connecticut, we gather, Governor Lodge is due to be defeated by his Democratic opponent, Rep. 
Abraham Ribicoff. The redoubtable Vivien Kellems is running as an Independent candidate and is ex- 
pected to subtract a large conservative GOP vote from the regular Republican ballot. Lodge has played 
“liberal” and run roughshod over the conservative element in his party, including important political 
leaders. 

In New Jersey, Clifford Case, “liberal” Republican and a White House favorite, is likely to be 
defeated by his Democratic opponent, for the Senatorial seat. Case is endorsed by the socialistic ADA. 
A month ago, we reported it was estimated that 50,000 conservative, pro-Taft voters would desert Case 


to vote for the Democrat. Last weekend, we heard this estimate “upped.” Democrats — jubilant 
over the situation — believe it’s “in the bag.” 
What is startling in all these cases is the attitude of some conservative Republicans who — we 


found — were all for the defeat of their party’s candidates. Their position might be summed up as: 
“It’s better to go down in defeat, and then reorganize with new leadership in preparation for 1956.” 


Red Cross: Jessie Sumner, former Congresswoman from Illinois, is preparing to ride again — and 
fireworks are expected. In Congress from 1938-46 (she retired voluntarily) Miss Sumner established 
herself as one of the ablest and most fearless critics of Democratic policies. 


Jessie wants a public inquiry into the operations of the American Red Cross. While in Congress 
she became convinced that Red Cross funds were being employed for questionable political purposes, 
and since leaving Congress she has been quietly gathering facts to support a probe of the organization. 


Miss Sumner wants to know: (1) Is the American Red Cross controlled by the Federal govern- 
ment? For a number of years the President appointed its Chairman but control of the organization was 
supposed to be vested in private sponsors and their nominees. In 1947, however, Congress passed. leg- 
islation under which the President appoints all 12 members of the governing board of the Red Cross. 
(2) It is said that the books of the organization are audited by the Department of Defense and Miss 
Sumner feels that they should be audited by the General Accounting Office which has a more inde- 
pendent status. (3) Is any Red Cross money still going to Iron Curtain countries under the plea of 
humanitarianism? (4) How much of its annual budget does the Red Cross expend on: international 








projects and what are the projects? (5) How much of the personnel of the Red Cross is left wing 
or worse? (6) Did the New Deal use the Red Cross for patronage purposes? (7) Is it true that, when 
the Red-infiltrated UNRRA passed out of existence after rendering much service to the Kremlin, many 
of its personnel were absorbed into the Red Cross? 


Finally Miss Sumner has grave doubts about the Junior Red Cross — says she believes that this 
organization which has intimate contacts with millions of young Americans is indoctrinating them with 
the idea of world government. 


Break With Russia: General A. C. Wedemeyer, author of the famous, long-concealed report on 
China, testified on June 10 in favor of severance of diplomatic relations with the Soviet Union and 
its satellites. Before Senators Jenner and Welker of the Internal Security Subcommittee, Wedemeyer said: 


“Proponents of continued diplomatic relations with the Communist countries have often stated 
that if we were to break off diplomatic relations with them, that we would close windows through which 
they can observe developments in countries behind the Iron Curtain. When we send diplomatic rep.- 
resentatives to any country, we do so in keeping ethical arrangements, whereby our representatives are 
honor bound to respect the laws, the customs and the traditions of the country in which they are serving. 
Our foreign representatives behind the Iron Curtain have experienced, and continue to experience insults, 
humiliations, harassments and restrictions which unquestionably preclude the effective performance of 
their duties. 


“Furthermore the United States has been greatly resiricted, unreasonably so, with regard to the 
number of representatives we are permitted to maintain in our embassies, legations or official agencies 
behind the Iron Curtain. . . . Conversely, and stupidly, we permit the Reds to maintain their embassies, 
legations and agencies within our borders, extending naively every facility and courtesy in consonance 


with the traditional diplomatic code of ethics and international law. We must recognize that every rep- 
resentative of a Communist country, enjoying our hospitality and the usual diplomatic immunities within 
our borders, is a provocateur, saboteur, propaganda agent, spy and potential murderer, for he is thoroughly 
indoctrinated and fanatically believes that the ‘end justifies the means’.” 


Easy Money: Sound and “good” money was the aim of the Eisenhower Administration when it took 
office and, no doubt, still is. However, the July 1 issue of the conservative Wall Street weekly, Commer- 
cial and Financial Chronicle comments tartly: “Just how much improvement has there really been in 
the management of our financial affairs? In what sense is the Federal Reserve more ‘independent’ 
than it was in the early days. ... Are we really justified in going back largely to the old system of 
coining Treasury deficits into money and trying to abolish interest rates? Possibly this unadorned way 
of putting the questions may not be pleasing, but it seems to us that the time has come for some plain 
speech. . . . Only a thin line separates the present situation from the one prevailing under pegged 
Government bonds.” 


Nor is the Chronicle the only displeased conservative. The monthly Monetary Notes, published by 
the Economists National Committee on Monetary Policy, has been criticizing right along the Republi- 
can Administration for carrying forward the New Deal gold and silver programs, for renewing the 
$5 billion authority for direct purchase of U.S. obligations by the Federal Reserve from the Treasury 
and for “outdoing the New Deal” by repealing provisions of Section 16 of the Federal Reserve Act. 
The Administration’s position on gold Monetary Notes labels “the first opportunity in 21 years to get 
a sound currency (gold coinage) bungled and thrown away by Treasury and Federal Reserve authorities.” 
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2] EXIT THE WHITE MAN 
By GARET GARRETT 


WwW" CONFOUNDS AMERICAN POLICY in the East is the fact that one cannot speak the 
truth about Asia without giving aid and comfort to the enemy. It lies coiled in the 
jungle like a monstrous cobra. Shall we deal with it here by decision or wait until we 


come face to face with it there in mortal combat? 


The truth is that the white man is defeated in Asia. His supremacy can no longer 
be upheld there by force. Gone are the days when a small white garrison could hold 
millions of colored people in subjection by the civilized cannibalism of recruiting native 


armies to kill their own kind, and punish mutiny with grisly death. 


The defeating principle is not Communism, as we are supposed to believe. It is a 
racial hatred that runs deep in the Asian blood. The object of that hatred is the white 


man. The Communists only exploit it. 


If it is difficult for us to see Asians as they see themselves, so it seems impossible for 
the Western man to see himself as the Asians see him. We forget how terribly the soul 
of Asia is scarred by centuries of Western aggression, oppression, racial contempt and ruth- 
less imperialism. True, Americans have been, at least until recently, the least offending 
of the aggressors, the least contemptuous of Asiatic culture. Yet even Americans seem 
to forget that the Asians can read, in spite of having done more than any other people 


to educate them in the modern manner, having had thousands of them in our schools. 


For example, they must have read General MacArthur’s “fade away” speech to a 
joint session of Congress on his return from the East. It is even possible that they read 
it more attentively than the Americans. Very few Americans at any rate have ever re- 
marked the startling discrepancy between, in the first part of the speech, his very sympa- 
thetic representation of the new Asia and its aspirations, and then, in the middle part of 
the speech, his sudden lapse into the old way of Western thinking, which is that Western 
man must dominate Asia by force. In the first part of the speech he said: 


“Long exploited by the so-called colonial powers, with little opportunity to achieve 
any degree of social justice, individual dignity or a higher standard of life such as guided 
our own noble administration of the Philippines, the peoples of Asia found their oppor- 
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tunity in the war just past to throw off the shackles of colonialism and now see the dawn 



























of new opportunity, and heretofore unfelt dignity and the self-respect of political free. ] wen 
dom. This is the direction of Asian progress and it may not be stopped, In this situation 

it becomes vital that our own country orient its policies in consonance with this basic past 
evolutionary condition, rather than pursue a course blind to the reality that the colonial fart 


era is now past,and the Asian peoples covet the right to shape their own free destiny, 
What they seek now is friendly guidance, understanding and support, not imperious 
direction; the dignity of equality and not the shame of subjugation.” 





From that he went on to discuss how America’s strategic frontier has changed as 
a result of World War II. Before that the Pacific had been a potential area of advance for 
any predatory Asiatic force moving against the West. All of that was changed by our 
Pacific victory. Quote: ‘Our strategic frontier then shifted to embrace the entire Pacific 
Ocean, which became a vast moat to protect us as long as we hold it. Indeed it acts as 
a protective shield for all of the Americas and all free lands of the Pacific Ocean area. 
We control it to the shores of Asia, by a chain of islands extending in an arc from the 
Aleutians to the Marianas, held by us and our free allies. From this island chain we can 


dominate every Asiatic port from Vladivostok to Singapore — with sea and air power, 











every port as I said, from Vladivostok to Singapore.” pir 

Imagine how Americans would feel if any great power, friendly or hostile, should 
propose to dominate every American port by sea and air. Could we live amicably with | alc 
that’ power? Would we not fight her if we were strong enough? And if that power | Eu 
should tell us that we might expect from her zai understanding and support— we 
should ‘we not hate her all the more? 

Those who reject this analogy must do so on the ground that the pride of Asia is C 
inferior to American pride. That is not so. Only her power is inferior — and not so w 
inferior on her own ground. ty 

The .only war this country ever failed to win was on the terrain of Korea against " 
an enemy that was willing to fight tanks with bare hands. Men do not fight like that 
for Marxian ideology or scientific socialism. Only men who feel fanatical hatred will 
fight like that. Whom did they hate? The white man — not the South Koreans really C 
except as they represented collaboration with the West. Later they got tanks and used t! 
them very well. ‘Where did the tanks come from? From Russia. Where did Russia 1 


get them? From the West — not the actual tanks but the art of making tanks —a 
reminder of Spengler’s thesis in his ““Treason of Technics.”’ It was fatal he said for the 


West to impart its technical knowledge to the East. Ultimately the.colored races would 
turn the white man’s weapons against him. And so it has happened. 


What were we fighting for in Korea? To uphold the white man’s prestige in the 
East? Oh, certainly not. But to stop the spread of Commiunism, for if it spread much 
further the light of Western civilization would go out all over Asia. 


And what was it in Indo-China? Somewhat more complex there. Indo-China had 
long been a French colony and one of the very bad examples of European imperialism 
in Asia. The war began as an uprising of native nationalists against French rule and 
was entirely so regarded for nearly seven years, until the French were in serious trouble 
and desperately needed American aid. Then suddenly the Communist feature became very 
clear. ‘What started as a civil war,” said the American Secretary of State, “has now 


been taken over by international Communism for its own purposes.” 


Then we began to take it over too, sending planes and guns and munitions and 
technicians, just as the Chinese Communists were doing, except that the Chinese Com- 
munists got paid for their help and ours was free, until the American taxpayer was 
standing two-thirds of the entire cost of the war in Indo-China between the French Em- 


pire and her rebellious subjects. 


Now the government talks of sending American troops to Indo-China, and of going 


alone if we cannot organize a collective security system in the Pacific, like the NATO in 


Europe, knowing beforehand that it may turn out to be another Korean experience, or 


worse. 


What we say to the nationalist rebels in Indo-China and to all the wavering non- 
Communist nations of the Southeast Pacific is that we want to save them for the free world; 
we want to save them from the tyranny of Communism, which would be worse than any 
tyranny they ever knew. If they understand what we are saying, they don’t believe it. 
All they can see is that the weight of America is on the side of the two most hated 


colonial powers in Asia, namely, Great Britain and France. 


What we were telling ourselves was that the defense of Indo-China against the 


Chinese Communists was vital to the security of the United States. The President said 


that if Indo-China fell all the surrounding still non-Communist nations would go down 
like a row of dominoes. Then the Communists would have all of Southeast Asia and what 


would happen to Formosa, Japan and the Philippines, and what should we do for raw 
rubber and tin? 










Then in the first week of May it became necessary for the disc jockey at the State 
Department to change the platters on American policy in an abrupt manner. Three 
sad things had happened. 

In Indo-China the French suffered the worst defeat in eight years of war. That was 
the fall of Dien Bien Phu. Secondly, news of this event wrecked a peace conference at 
which the Asians, facing the United States, Great Britain and France, refused to con- 
sider a truce or even a cease-fire interlude except on terms that would mean complete sur- 
render of the West. The Russians were there too. Their position was that the Asians 
were well able to take care of themselves, in conference or in battle. Thirdly, John 
Foster Dulles, American Secretary of State, was unable to engage either Great Britain 
or France in a collective security system for Southeast Asia. That is what he went to 
Europe to get and he came home without it. The American government had been bluffing. 

The day after his return from Geneva, Mr. Dulles called a news conference at which 
he blurred out Mr. Eisenhower’s image of falling dominoes and opined that the free 
world could survive without Indo-China if it had to; also that it would be possible to 
shore up the other dominoes if only his collective security system could be retrieved 
from the European wastebasket. Merely, the free world’s defense line would be pushed 
over to where the still non-Communist nations begin. Then everything else as before. 

No amount or kind of American propaganda can overcome the slogan: Asia for 
the Asians. From the Asian point of view the only difference between Asia for the 
Asians and America for the Americans is that the Americans have the power to make 
it stick. 

Communism holds out to the Asians three things, namely: 

(1) the sweet taste of revenge; 

(2) nationalistic independence — this falsely, no doubt, and 

(3) expulsion of the white man from Asia. 

We offer them freedom within the framework of what we call the free Western 
world. They have a passion to be free, but what they want to be free of is the will 
of Western man. 

General MacArthur says: ‘World ideologies play little part in Asian thinking and 
are little understood.” 





Garet Garrett, formerly of The Saturday Evening Post, is the author of numerous books, among them the fol- 
lowing: A Time Was Born, The Revolution Was, The Peoples Pottage. A new volume from his pen is 


announced for early publication by Henry Regnery Company. His last article for HUMAN EVENTS was “Read 
Your Paper Backward” June 23, 1954. 
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